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Sex-related langquage sté;ectype= and sex-related
’dlfferences in lanquage usaqge are exaciped in this parer, and sone o\
- recent research findings that illuminate them are reported. The . o,
following topics are among those discussed: 222ﬂ1ngly universal
characterizations of women's speech as gcseig, . :agglng. o1 ﬁhattlng,ﬂ_ Lo
partially exglained by most societies? more positive view cof mnales -
-than of females; sex-based differences in the semantic -systen of many T
~languages, in: terms of the lexical choices nade by males and females; C

the way in which forms of. address Ieflect the pcwer apd status of. °

males and. females; the way in which semantics ard syntax scretimes

conflict in languages' gender systems; and the use cf so- callea

‘sex-neutral terms such as "man" ana “parkind® to refer tc kcth sexes,

A study is then described in which/ sukjects sere acsked to select

male, female,” or male and female referents.for statements containing

so-called sex-neutral terns; prélimlﬁa:y findings indicate that the
concept of a consistently sex-neutral c¢r inclusive term in ‘English is
not suppartahle, despite claims to the contrary, arnd that the tern

“"man" in particular Emerges as a sex-parked Eale*:efezéﬂf rather than

a neutral tezrnm. (GE)
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. In Jutland they say, "The North Sed will sdaper be . . .~ - _
T . -found wanting in water than a woman at a 1@55”far wards." S AT
‘ . The 'English are too qu1¢k to stereotype, with "Wamen s v '
" tongues are Tike lambs' tails - they are never-sti o
0

But this idea is not merely the voice of ‘Northern Europe

The Chinese mean virtually the same when they. say, "The ,,‘
tongue is the sword 'of a woman, and she never lets -it =
 become rusty:" _Cantrast these with sayings about both ~
; sexes: "Nothirlg.is\so’ unn@turak%" say the Scots, "as a
~ talkative man and a uiet woman." Perhaps what they mean: N
a " to sdy is the notion that the Sp§n1sh have articulated
s moré cleayrly, "Men speak; womeh chat [hab]ar*‘p1at1car] L
T Swacker, 1975, 76
Dr as 1 have 1rcn1ca11y ngted at 1east for Un1ted States ma1n5;1ii‘
ture, "Men d15cuss,.w¢men gossip.", "Men debate, women argue.", \"
disagree, women nag." Unfortunate]y, much of the United Stateslpress, i
in report1ng on the United Nations 5pansored;Internat10na1lwoman s Year
'‘Meeting in Mex1§g City in 1975, gave just that impression - a meeting : ,
of ‘a "bunch of bickering women," a "hen party" on an international scale -
;hatting, gossipping, arguing. This .deeply affrcnts)me as I was there
and witnessed the;encrmcusﬂcocperatiqn and m@?ément_taward a common goal
: R . : . L
o | "Paper pﬁéSEﬁﬁEd as part uf%ihe symposium
O "Sex Typing and the Politics of Language,"
Z; ' ‘ at the Internat1ona1 Studies Assnc1at1an Meet1ng,
DR St. Louis, Mo., March 20, 1977 LI o
& ' ‘ ' o
;; B * Eo=D1rector, Group for Research & Deve]apment,in Language and Social
o Po11cy, Mershon Centep ' ' : "
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- by bath Tema1e and male deﬂegates who came fram?a1mast unbeT1évébTy':

f d1fferent war]d v1ews éhﬁﬁcu1tures Yet the United Stat@s press 1argely

!

) party" or garden c]uﬁ H1cker1ng o : : P

\ \
‘:ﬁchnse ‘to report on the d1ssen¥1an, not at a11 unusua] for Uﬂ1tEd Nat1@ns

meet1ngs by the way, wh1gh are oftén marked by members 5ta§1ng waTk-

Quts, and alsg thag chase to slant it in thé dTFéCtiDﬁ DF petty "card

L ;I have often asked myse]f;>a5 a ;Déia1inguist3vwﬁy ihe;séémiﬂgly‘

universa1'stéreatypés about sex differéncés in language, ihETﬁd%né tﬁcse

'above, have emerged in "the folk mind, " as Swacker puts 1t (1975§76)
_and not othérs such as wamen s 1anguage 15 mare 1nc1s1ve and pgwerfu] o

than men's. - Taday, I 'd Tike to try to at least 1]Ium1nate the @ut11ﬂes x

of a p9551b1é answer to th15 w1&éspread cho1ce of character1zat1ans "

v

based on research wh1ch has . 1argeTy been Dn1y recentTy CDndUCted

. Interestlng]y Eﬂaugh the exp]anat1ons for tge character1zat1gns“af sex

d1fference in 1anguage, wh1ah are emerg1ng from much descr1pt1ve re-

{
search Dnethe tDpTC, are wa11 known to bgth po11t1ca1 521ent15ts and
sociologists - poher aﬁd status differentials. In other wards,/we find

much of the«data frcm Cross- cu?tura] research on sex d1fferences 1n

']anguage be1ng expia1ned by males' re1at1ve1y h1ghé$/$tatus and by ma]es

. E

generai]y greater power in mgst cultures ardund the world. As Furfey

in ]anguage] are baund up w1th a mascu]1ne assertion of super1gr1ty-"
- +(1944,221) Therefore, one.can’ find researchers stat1&g something 1like,

what men-say is more serlaus, more we1ghty, and th they say it also

beccme imbued with more pos1t1ve connctat15n;. In other words;Awhat is

]

said and how it is said is more pos;thETy v1ewed by. most societies if

A

a male rather than a female says it.!¥&u§ language behavior is even more

. o
]

oA

ut it some time,a G, "o . the d1stinctions in quéstign [sex df?Ferenges
p g
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ﬂcemp]ex than theee d1etinct1ens 1nd1eete ee we eTec reeeerch 1anguege

used. about ma1es and FemaTes (referentiaT Tanguage use) as well as h
| K \' \ W
VTenguage-used by meTee end fema1ee and how beth are Judged by cu?turee

A

o and\saeiet1es. :7 B - . -

Pdtr%ncthev way, reseerch on sex d?ffereﬁcee in ienguage hee 111um—

‘ 1ﬂated the F@11ew1ﬂg d1et1netleﬂ5' )
\

Sex may. af?eet 11ﬁgu1st1e ferme [ph@nn?@gy, syntax and _
sementﬁcs] 9n three.ways; for such forms may be modified . ./

. by (1) the sex of the speaker, (2) the sex of the person .
‘sEeﬁeﬁ to,  and-(3) the sex, real or eanvent1@na1, of the '
=persnn or: th1ﬂg spoken of .

'ﬂf .
Furfey, 1944 221

!

Aﬁd we add dletwnctTDns abcut net DnTy the Farme of 1enguege used but.
5 ..
‘ a]se t eetterne%SF use themse?ves - whe eaye what to wham when and

] 4

- huw - Dr what 1e not S@Td, €.0., verbe1 teboae L Lo

e

A ' .
Turn1ng tg epee1F1c f;ndlngs§ research on’ eex d1fferenees in lan-

“'.gua:e has revealed sex- based dwfferencee in the semant1c syetem of many

Aas we11 as hew males end’?eme]ee are referred te by their. cu1tures
f%{"~D1ffeeenEee \in words used for the seme~abgectrheve been reported amung
‘the ma]ef and femaies o; the Ignaciano Ind1aﬂe DF Bolivia (Key, 1975)
and the Gres Ventre in Montana (F1annety, 19@6) \te name only two cul- ;_
tures em@ng menyiehueh have been etud1edi_ Such diFferenees eeem'to‘é
serve notice, as it were, that there are eu1ture11y!percefvedf%$Fferencee}
between me]ee and Fema]es, they signal separation of some sort. Among
Eurepeen cu1ture5 - German, Daflish, French, Ru5513n end Engl1sh - the
greeter use DF 1nten51f1ers as in "lt s SO 1Dve1y Esg, SUCh vest1ng

"c! est trés 3@11e," is reported in' feme?es speecé rether thaﬂ meTes

-?(DeSte aé%, 1375 Thus use of 1ntens1f1ers not only s1gne]s A type ef

e s ) . ¢ v
bl . 7 . . ! . - i 5
O . | - o i .‘.7 . -

e



: ncrtheastern Spain that women's "verba1 5pec1311t1es" CEﬂter around home

" provides infarmati@ﬂ as tD how power an

|
\,
o o
B 4
separat1an but has a]sa bean exp1a1ned ta STQnal a need on the part of
a Fema1e to make her 1anguage more pawerFuT - more intense. [Inc1denta?1y,

in most cases, so-called "exat1c gu1tures have been more w1deTy StudTEd

by linguists than haVE'major Dnes w1th the-recent,excekficn of ‘the United

. ) /
States.].

In looking at the lexicon as a whole, or ratHEﬁ, at what areas th

the 1ex1can are more deve1gped in womens' speech and more in males '

Speech Susan Hard1ﬂg (1975 reports that in the village of Drae] -in

and family and a verba1 f1nesse designed to penetrate the secrecy of v v
men in the1r v11]age which accompanies the greater power and resources

avallab1e to them as ma]esg Certainly one does nct-have far to go to

be struck by examples of diFférEnces’in lexicon for mal es and FemaTés

in their own au1turén It is’the direstianscf those differences which
\
is 1mportant when ccn51der1ng the impact of sex differences in language.

Within® the semantTE system of: 1anguage referential term1ﬁo1ogy
has been more w1deiy studmed and probably QTVES us greater insight 1nto

‘d1fferenceg in power and Status between maTes and femaies The ént1re

area of address forms, w1de1y researched by anthropologists and Tinguists,

¥

;status are reflected in refer-

ential language. Té summarize some cross-cullural data, findings indi-

 cate that in Iran, women piay an unfer1or rale i1 anyvaspectsinf Tife.

'Asi states

- The géeryday Tanguage daes not, €§11 behind the 11terature

'ﬁ‘x N in thisArace. In many ,f p1ﬁﬁes, it is a dishonor ‘tc.call one's

wife by her own name. “She is referred to as "the house"

[manzel], "the mother of childrén," "the chastﬂty,”‘"the

geﬁmta1s,ﬂ or simply as the oldestAson's name. All these

titles snow very clearly the sac1§§?1mage of a woman, and _ .

her place in the society. (1971,J8) = _ - '
S | 7 : , . Kf‘)
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Bodine (1973,5)2n0tes,that:in Bengali, there are a number of titles and

terms 5f address for maies but Viﬁtdal1y'nahe for women.
whEﬁ Tooking over @%g variety of address forms world-wide, patterns
af ma1e dam1nance do emerge in the sense of greater Statﬁs often ascr1bed ’
._them*by the address form. In English, we mark a female 1n,rélat1an to
a ma1e e'g. NiSs is unmarried, Mrsrris married. I was ;?tent1y told

by a re11ab1e source that men 1in the ed1toria] room of the Columbus Dis-

Eg;gg (a daily newspaper in Co?umbus, Ohio) take Ms (suppesed1y re21prua
‘_cal w1th Mr ) to indlcate a dTVDrcedrwoman_ T 115 is not rec1prcca1 in o
g that,men are nét addressed in . terms QF tﬁeir gejatlanshlp tD-wamen, ﬂ;i

:ha's no denatétié;§ or canﬁatati@ns of t%at sort. Laék of reciprocity |
| :ié a sign of dif%ereqtiaTs in status and power.. Some linguists state

that English thus clearly marks fhe ascription of status to women on the f

‘basis of their husband's status. While in Bengali, a woman could bé |

.Eéﬁsid2fed té be so lacking in staiug, she daeék't eveﬁ "need" any form

d%:addresg acknowledging her ihdividUETity! |

'1Fur a sfudy of pawer’éngzéﬁatusg perhéps one of the most FEVEa]ing'
aréas 6f referential language use in the,semaﬁtig.sygtem of a language is
the sé—ca1Téd sex—néutrai terms. In English, it is commonly assertéd

" terms such as human be1ng, persan, 1nd1v1dua1, man, maﬁk1nd, and the pro-

nominals he h1m and his are sex-neutral referential terms Questions
arise part1y because so many languages have a gender svstem: all Indo-
European languages dD,-fDTAEXEmPTE. In the gender system of a- g1ven
1an§uageg séx'iﬂ'actua1ity and in the semantic system = ma1e and Féma1e”é
may intersect w%th Syntactic‘ﬁas:uiine, feminine and neuter gegderg

What fit do we find between sex and syntax? For example, we have in
. F . { :

2 v e
O = < ) U‘s,t:




_ she.’ .Dn,the other hand,

Eﬁg115h pranoun agreement based .on sex Df the Feferent - bay he, g1r1 -

*rﬂfessar in Frenah has a masculine gender

rofesseur - even thaugh women obviously Can'be and are

ending ending - |

professors. The 1nf1eat1@nai end1ng -eur is nnt changed to refer to a

i

~_woman pﬁ@féssar! In Chinese, Hungarian or AEtEé, fema1es may be %sférred

to as he and maTes as she in thé gender SJstem Also in an Amer1can

,En911sh var1ety caT1ed B]ack Eng]1sh, children will say sueh thﬁngs as.
"He a nice 11ttle girT.“ Obv1au51y, then, semantics and syntax may be ,
E vat ‘odds in the Sense that syntact1ca]1y a dog 15 mascu11ne in- German but N

: may be Female or an an§e1;1s mascu11ne in Span1sh but may be used tD

refer to a fema1ei Th15}1s not at a]? unusual,1n,1anguages for syntgx )
and semant1cs, form and mean1ng, not to be 1somerph1c V

Yet, in many cases, the syntactic gender system Df a language is-

A2

used to clearly expresg sewgnt1c sex. ‘We often find it appear1ﬁg 1nr7-
!%ﬁ

" noun-pronoun agréemﬂnt whera we select he or SQE to agree w1th;a;g sex
A

dengtatian, the sex of the referent of the otn - authar, he or- authar,
she., Ma&y Key (1975,93) gives the following anecdote: An Italian woman

who spoke EﬂgTiEh fairly well consistently referred to the author of

a bgok as he, a]though it was written by anﬂther Italian woman. fIté1ian-'

also differentiates between he and she 1 Later she Fxp]a1ned "Well,
you just expect a SEhD]aF tD be a man. She thus changed the proncun to
fit her idea of thé apprgpr1ate sex of the referant. 7

i

ahus, an 1mpartant quest1an is how is Tanquage used ta refer to

both ma1es and females? Are there terms which are sex- neutra], sex un=
8

spec1f1ed, Dr 1nc1u51ve DF bnth? And in some cases, even more 1mpartant1y, K
~wh1ch syntact1c génder is cnosen to refer to both males and Fem312f if

no neuter form exists when both are meant or thought to be included?

- =
“ i

T
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Do we f1nd neutre]1ty, inclusion of both, or 'do we find one sex subsumed ;D

under the other or ennsc1eus1y changed to enether as in the*Ita11an ~

example? The enswers to these questiens ean reveal a greet ‘deal about

the re]a£1ve pawer and status of males and Feme1es in a cu1tures In o o
‘ | English we have 1gng been told that the pranam1ne1 forms he, h1m .and

his ere sex= neutraT, 1ﬁc1u51ve of beth meTes and Feme1es‘k are gener1c,‘ ) .

: a_common term. On the face Qf it, it could be ergued ﬁhet Femaies
‘are thus sebsumes5 nder the cetegery ma1e certa1n1y a non- rec1praca1
reiationship of status and power. Is that the cese? Current1y, I am:
: conduet1ng some reseaych on th1s 1ssue 1n Eng]1sh as hes Wendy Martyna fav_ngf
»(1976)" UnFertunate1l I've not- been able to unCQVer, other then sperse J
eneedgte?'inferﬁafien, much on th1s question in 1enguages other then
“Engl-ish and cu]tures ether than Un1ted Steted mainstream culture. | hepe
that Future research on sex dTFferences in TenQUege w111 turn in this
d1rect19n Es we need cross- ~citTturaT deta ta confirm or discanf1rm the ‘ ;_ .y
va1refty of our f1nd1ngs to know if. they are app11ceb1e to more then Dné~us=»,' ség;ﬁ;f
\ u1ture and. language or if they ere perhaps peculiar to one or a: few. -

Briefly, in my Sstudy I 1ﬂvest1gated the frequent assertion that

there are terms in Engiish,whieh consistently refer to both males and

vFemeTes éueh as_man, @eQEiﬁd, iﬁgjvidye1é human being, person, and the
preneminaTs'he h%m, and his, e.g.'“tfue“ sexéiedefinite terms. Subjects
were presented a ser1es of stetementsg, deaWn frem'textbeeks and<éther

; such sources, eante1n1ng Dne of the above terms in eache ‘then ‘selected

a reiePEnt by ass1gn1ng each to one of seven charts d15p13y1ng male and

Fema]e f1gures in var1eus cemb1net1ens sueh as a s1ng1e feme]e, a group
(

, i) of Fema1es, a group of males and females, etc. The figies were based

on the 1nternet1ena1 symboTs for male and femeTe with ng identijying

C
5
Co




_ dam1nate1y a FuﬂCtTDn of the contéxt pPDVTdEd by the statement in wh1ch

the term appears and DF $he age (10 years to 23 years of age) and SEX

: of the subject So the reférents DF person may-be’a. mixed m%1é-femaie
s

N N

rac1al or persona1 character1st1cs_ S e .

Prel1m1nany (and I stress pre11m1nary) findings 1nd1cate that the
\& -
~concept oF a conSTSﬁ%nt1y sexsneutral or' 1nCIUS1vé\fgrm in Eﬂg11§h 15

L

not Supportabie, despite c1aim5 to the cgntrary The reférents chasen

for the terms such aSﬁnank1nd, 1nd1v7duai heg etc;, appear to be’ pref { -

#

gha1§e, a s1ngTe female, a- s1ng]e ma1e, or a Qomb1nat1ﬂn ma]e/fé%a1e .

f1gure (a psychaing1cal§y ﬁeutra1 figure). | Ma1és tended to choose-a ' f‘ o

51ngie male figure as the referent Far erson except when the stat mentﬁi v
L S : \ o

was about a person being 0verwe1ght Then bnth 01der ma1es and fema]gé

:tended to choase a female. referent but not younger subaects DTdér o v

neutrai reFerent more frequent1y than did males for Eersnn ~For 1nd1-'

females tended to choose a fema1ej(eferent Dr the psycho]ag1c311y

V1dua1 ma]es tended to choose a maTe or sex-neutral rgferent while .
':‘(g! | ‘E"iﬁ N

fema1es chose the sex-neutral referent more frequent]y except whén the ) S .
% R

' Sgizemént 1nv01ved an 1nd1v1dua] 52&1ng "Qné side" to quest1on§ Then . ’ ¢

fema1es chose a ma1e referent more frequently FDr man, a11 -ages and . . e

both sexes chose ma]e Péferents far more frequentTy than FemaTe Qr even

t

-:m1xed¢ espec1a11y when the cantext was "Man hasa ba§1ca11y v1o1ent ———

nature h And man is suppgsedly one of the most 1mp@rtant‘sex 1ndeF1n%te

™

‘terms in Eng11sh F@und in myriad titles and capt1ans such as "Man and .

. His Nor1d," "Ear1y Man," etc, Another finding is that bath sexes chose _1, et

femal es referents re1at1ve1y 1ﬁfrgggent]y, these referentg were the 1Dwest

éﬁ

choice DF a11
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F1nallys in 1Dok1ng at he, Martyna (1976) reparts she Faund Fnr

"_Eng11sh and For essent1a11y the same cultura? grnup I Stud1ed that he

was Dn1y33ne Df the pronouns used ti iefer ta, as She puts. 1t "a sex- .

unspec1f1ed chér person. - 4 ;g.'

i

Our prannun choice is 1nF1uenced nat onTy by ‘the presumed
sex of sentence subject, but-by whether‘we are. speak1ng or
: wr1t1ng, and whether we are male or female. Our usage of the -
generic "HE thus contrasts sharp]y with theigrammat1c31 stan-
dards we have been taught, and w1th the assert1ans about lan-
guage usage whichf have been made by thase wheswou]d retain -

the generic HE. : _ I
- 1976 14 . Ce

Such a f1nd1ng Tends strength. ta the questlanlng of the suppasedTy
‘ gener1§ use of he and him.to refer to any group of males and Fémales

sﬁ_Pep1n5ky (1977) raises. tH]S very issue in couﬁse11ng psycha1cgy.-

- Nhat seems to be emerg1ng, am@ng Dther f1nd1ngs,‘15 a camp11gated :

L

% piéture of percept1an5 as to\the referents of sa—ca11ed sexﬂneutral
terms in Eng113h HDWEVEF, man clearly émerges in the’ study as a-
sex—marked ma1e reférent, nDt a neutral term. we coqu argue that

_~when man is used, fema]es are, in actua11ty, EXE1udEd from the referent;'

P

S1nce man 15 used so frequent1y in t1t1es, captions, terms such as

'pa11ceman f1reman, etc s th15 wau]d seem to- 1nd1cate that fema1es,
by thETT very ex:?ugiaﬁ dD nDt partTCTpate in the status- aﬂd power

accru1ng tﬂ.the referent; However, 1n-arder tD c1ar1fy the Fe1at1Dne

a

,sh1p of the use of such referent1a1 1anguage and Statﬂé and power in a

society, much Further resegrch needs te be conducted. Yet the ev1dent :

&

exc1u51on OF Famales as perce1ved both by m1ddle class ma1es and fe-

males appears to. para11e1 what we: knaw abaut sex baSEd power and status;f'

. d1fferentials 1n Uni ted States ma1nstream cu]ture S : f gf:

: ey
S
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